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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in 
this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Kao (6 , 988 , 435) , as applied in the rejection filed February 22, 
2007 . 

a. Furthermore, the apparatus is capable of deflecting cutting 
waste to an exhaust fitting secured to a stationary table, since 
applicant does not positively recite the stationary table in 
combination with the apparatus. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in 
this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1,2,4,5,7,11-14,16-20,22,23, and 26-29 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Governo et al(D4 51,109) in 
view of either Kao (6 , 988 , 435 ) or Oktavec et al (6 , 742 , 425 ) , each 
considered independently. 

b. Governo et al discloses a cutting apparatus comprising; a 
table, a blade support structure, the support structure having a 
cutting arm pivotable about the support structure and capable of 
being moved in an arcuate cutting motion; and a rotatable blade 
mounted on the cutting arm. See figures 1 and 2. 

c. Governo et al does not specifically disclose that the table 
is stationary, and a dust collection fitting secured to the table 
such that the fitting is in line to receive cutting waste 
produced during a cutting operation. 
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d. However, both Kao and Oktavec et al disclose a cutting 
apparatus having a dust collection fitting secured to a table 
such that the fitting is in line to receive cutting waste 
produced during a cutting operation. See the first page of each 
reference, and abstracts. 

e. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have modified the Governo et al apparatus, as taught by either 
Kao or Oktavec et al, by providing a dust collection fitting 
secured to the table such that the fitting is in line to receive 
cutting waste produced during a cutting operation in order to 
more easily remove waste from the work environment. 

f . Whether or not the table is stationary or movable would 
have been an obvious matter of choice and structural design to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, since clearly a movable table allows the apparatus to 
be more versatile. 

g. Regarding claim 2, note the motor is parallel to the 
table. 

h. Regarding claims 4 and 5, note guard member acts as a dust 
deflector. 

i. Regarding claim 7, the fitting is configured to receive a 
vacuum pump, and wherein the fitting when equipped with the 
vacuum pump exhausts air in a stream generally parallel to the 
table. 

j. Regarding claims 11 and 12, the cutting arm is elliptically 
arc shaped. 
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k. Regarding claim 13, the cutting arms pivots to allow the 
blade to cut from a top of an article down through an entire 
bottom of the article. 

1. Regarding claim 14, Governo et al discloses a cavity, but 
does not explicitly show that that cavity allows a bottom of the 
blade to pass through the table. However, whether or not the 
blade passes completely through the table would have been an 
obvious matter of choice and structural design to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, as 
long as the blade is allowed to completely cut through the 
workpiece . 

m. Regarding claim 16-19, note two angled elements connected 
by first and second cylindrical/tube-shaped rods, on one of which 
the cutting arm pivots. 

n. Regarding claim 20, perpendicularity of the blade to the 
table is maintained. 

o. Regarding claim 22, the blade support structure projects 
upwardly from the table. 

p. Regarding claim 23, note the leverage arm. 
q. Regarding claim 26, the Governo et al apparatus, as 
modified by either Kao or Oktavec et al, removably secures the 
fitting to the table. 

r. Regarding claims 27 and 28, the Governo et al apparatus, as 
modified, has a guard member which deflects cutting waste to the 
fitting, and the fitting and the guard member overlap upon urging 
the rotatable blade into a cutting motion, since the fitting is 
secured to the table behind the guard member. 
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s. Regarding claim 29, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have secured the fitting behind the blade and thus behind 
the cavity along an axis where cutting occurs, in order to 
adequately remove waste material. 
5. Claims 1,2,4-7,11-13,15,20,22,23, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brazell (6 , 478 , 664 ) in view of 
either Kao (6 , 988 , 435 ) or Oktavec et al ( 6 , 742 , 425 ) , each considered 
independently. 

a. Brazell discloses an apparatus comprising; a table, a blade 
support structure, the support structure having a cutting arm 
pivotable about the support structure and capable of being moved 
in an arcuate cutting motion; and a rotatable blade mounted on 
the cutting arm. See figures 1 and 2. 

b. Brazell does not specifically disclose that the table is 
stationary, and a dust collection fitting secured to the table 
such that the fitting is in line to receive cutting waste 
produced during a cutting operation. 

c. However, both Kao and Oktavec et al disclose a cutting 
apparatus having a dust collection fitting secured to a table 
such that the fitting is in line to receive cutting waste 
produced during a cutting operation. See the first page of each 
reference, and abstracts. 

d. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have modified the Brazell apparatus, as taught by either Kao or 
Oktavec et al, by providing a dust collection fitting secured to 
the table such that the fitting is in line to receive cutting 
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waste produced during a cutting operation in order to more easily 
remove waste from the work environment . 

e. Whether or not the table is stationary or movable would 
have been an obvious matter of choice and structural design to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, since clearly a movable table allows the apparatus to 
be more versatile. 

f. Regarding claim 2, note the motor is parallel to the 
table. 

g. Regarding claims 4-6, note guard member acts as a dust 
deflector and provides at least 181 degrees of coverage of the 
rotatable blade. 

h. Regarding claim 7, the fitting is configured to receive a 
vacuum pump, and wherein the fitting when equipped with the 
vacuum pump exhausts air in a stream generally parallel to the 
table. 

i. Regarding claims 11 and 12, the cutting arm is elliptically 
arc 

shaped . 

j. Regarding claim 13, the cutting arms pivots to allow the 
blade to cut from a top of an article down through an entire 
bottom of the article. 

k. Regarding claim 15, note the removable backstop. 

1. Regarding claim 20, perpendicularity of the blade to the 

table is maintained. 

m. Regarding claim 22, the blade support structure projects 
upwardly from the table. 

n. Regarding claim 23, note the leverage arm. 
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o. Regarding claim 26, the Brazell apparatus, as modified by 
either Kao or Oktavec et al, removably secures the fitting to the 
table. 

p. Regarding claims 27 and 28, the Brazell apparatus, as 
modified, has a guard member which deflects cutting waste to the 
fitting, and the fitting and the guard member overlap upon urging 
the rotatable blade into a cutting motion, since the fitting is 
secured to the table behind the guard member, 
q. Regarding claim 29, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have secured the fitting behind the blade and thus behind 
the cavity along an axis where cutting occurs, in order to 
adequately remove waste material. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed May 22, 2007 have been fully 

considered but they are not persuasive. 

a. Applicant argues that none of the references teach or 
suggest a dust collection fitting secured to a stationary table. 

i. However, as stated above, whether or not the table is 
stationary or movable would have been an obvious matter of 
choice and structural design to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made, since 
clearly a movable table allows the apparatus to be more 
versatile . 

b. Applicant argues that none of the cited references teach or 
suggest a backstop removably secured to a table. 

i. However, as clearly shown in Brazell, the backstop (48) 
is removably secured to the table. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

b. The cited prior art discloses cutting apparatuses having 
dust collection fittings securing to a table. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Timothy V. Eley 
whose telephone number is 571-272-4506. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on 571-272- 
4502. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http : //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free) . If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, 
call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Timothy V Eley/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3 724 
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